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of the common neutrality of the limitrophe countries'. The Neutral
Commission replied to this protest on the 4th November. They took
the view that the measures proposed on the 22nd September would
be consistent with international law because no part of the plan could
be carried out unless the two parties agreed to it. They suggested,
moreover, that action designed to promote the peaceful settlement
of a dispute ought not to be "limited to treaties already signed and
ratified5; and explained that it was for that reason that the Com-
mission £ did not hesitate to sponsor the declaration of the 3rd August,
1932'. In a further note, despatched in the middle of November, the
Argentinian Government expressed the opinion that, since the Cove-
nant of the League of Nations was the only treaty applicable to the
Chaco dispute which was binding upon both Bolivia and Paraguay,
the task of attempting to settle the dispute ought to be entrusted to
the League Council. The note went on to declare that if the Council
were to act, it could and must "develop its action without finding an
obstacle in regional or continental doctrines which, for our part, we
believe it necessary to affirm, have neither the adhesion of Argentina
nor a sanction by the unanimous will of the countries of the Continent *.
This direct attack upon the Monroe Doctrine did not elicit any re-
joinder from the Neutral Commission, nor did the implicit accusation
that the United States, through the agency of the Neutral Commission,
was deliberately putting obstacles in the way of effective intervention
. by the League Council in the Chaco dispute, appear to exercise any
immediate influence upon relations between the Neutral Commission
and the Council.
The Secretariat of the League of Nations had received notification
of the fighting in the Chaco from both Bolivia and Paraguay before
the end of July 1932, but the action taken by the League was
confined for some weeks to the despatch of repeated appeals to the
disputants from the acting President of the Council1 (an office which
happened at the moment to be occupied by a citizen of a Latin-
American state—Senor Matos of Guatemala). In response to these
appeals both countries sent assurances of their readiness to accept
a peaceful settlement, but while Paraguay agreed unreservedly to
arbitration, and even offered to let the arbitrators frame their own
terms of reference, Bolivia was reluctant to commit herself definitely
to either of the methods of pacific settlement stipulated in Article 12
1 At the beginning of August the Governments of Great Britain, France,
Germany, Italy, and Spain, acting on a suggestion from the League Secretariat,
instructed their representatives at La Paz and Asuncion to support the appeal
from the President of the Council.

